Introduction
============

Primary breast carcinomas are known to exhibit intratumor differences in morphology[@b1-cgm-8-2015-015] and expression of clinical biomarkers, such as the estrogen receptor (ER) and progesterone receptor (PR), and the extent of human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2) gene amplification.[@b2-cgm-8-2015-015]--[@b4-cgm-8-2015-015] Recent studies using microarray analysis and next-generation sequencing of single cells have detected additional heterogeneity in chromosomal alterations and DNA mutations.[@b5-cgm-8-2015-015],[@b6-cgm-8-2015-015] Molecular heterogeneity within the primary carcinoma may affect diagnosis and treatment in patients where localized biopsy specimens do not accurately capture the complete genomic landscape of the primary tumor, and thus may not accurately reflect response to treatment. In addition, tumors with extensive molecular heterogeneity may be more likely to adapt to commonly used cytotoxic agents and targeted therapeutics.[@b7-cgm-8-2015-015]

Previous studies have detected genomic heterogeneity and discordant patterns of chromosomal alterations in axillary lymph node (LN) metastases compared to the primary breast carcinoma.[@b8-cgm-8-2015-015]--[@b11-cgm-8-2015-015] Genomic sequencing revealed discordant mutations in invasive lobular carcinomas versus matched metastases[@b12-cgm-8-2015-015] and enrichment of mutations in a breast metastasis from a patient with triple-negative breast cancer,[@b13-cgm-8-2015-015] suggesting that cells with metastatic potential may arise from subpopulations of cells in the primary tumor. Expression of biomarkers used for defining treatment options also differs between primary carcinomas and metastases,[@b14-cgm-8-2015-015]--[@b16-cgm-8-2015-015] which can pose a significant challenge to cancer medicine because treatments based on the primary tumor may be ineffective on the metastases.[@b17-cgm-8-2015-015]

Understanding tumor heterogeneity is critical for optimizing treatment selection and improving patient outcomes, as well as understanding mechanisms of metastatic dissemination.[@b18-cgm-8-2015-015] Genetic differences between metastases and the primary carcinoma may result from early dissemination of cells with metastatic potential and ongoing molecular evolution during disease progression, or reflect the place of origin in a genetically heterogeneous primary tumor. Furthermore, evolutionary relationships between multiple axillary LN metastases remain unclear. To address these questions, we used a genomic fingerprinting approach to examine the levels and patterns of genomic changes in primary carcinomas and axillary LN metastases from 30 node-positive female patients.

Materials and Methods
=====================

Eligibility and enrollment
--------------------------

Women enrolled in the Clinical Breast Care Project met the following eligibility criteria: (1) adults aged \>18 years, (2) mentally competent and willing to provide informed consent, and (3) presenting with evidence of possible breast disease. Tissue and blood samples were collected with approval from the Walter Reed National Military Medical Center Human Use Committee and Institutional Review Board. All the subjects voluntarily agreed to participate and gave written informed consent. This research complied with the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki.

Tissue collection and characterization
--------------------------------------

All female patients meeting the following criteria were included in this study: invasive breast cancer ≥1.0 cm in diameter, multiple axillary LN metastases available for research, and no neoadjuvant treatment. Patients diagnosed prior to August 2004 (*n* = 11) underwent surgical excision of the primary carcinoma followed by complete axillary LN dissection. After August 2004, sentinel LN biopsy was performed, followed by axillary LN dissection (*n* = 19). Diagnosis of every specimen was conducted by a breast pathologist from hematoxylin and eosin stained slides; pathological characterization was performed as previously described.[@b19-cgm-8-2015-015]

Microdissection
---------------

Formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded (FFPE) specimens were available from 30 patients. An average of 3.8 ± 0.8 separate pieces of primary tumor embedded in paraffin blocks and 4.9 ± 1.3 paraffin blocks containing LN metastases were used per patient. Although seven cases were included in earlier studies,[@b8-cgm-8-2015-015],[@b9-cgm-8-2015-015] all primary tumor areas and metastases were isolated and analyzed from slides created specifically for this project. The dedicated breast pathologist evaluated all the slides used for laser microdissection to identify and delineate areas within the primary tumor and metastases for dissection. Depending on cellular density, four to nine tissue sections (5 microns in thickness) were micro-dissected per tumor area. For each primary carcinoma, 5 to 19 areas \~2.8 mm^2^ in size, which were representative of the internal areas and edges of the tumor, were isolated from multiple FFPE blocks ([Fig. 1A](#f1-cgm-8-2015-015){ref-type="fig"}) using an AS*LMD* laser microdissection system (Leica Microsystems).[@b20-cgm-8-2015-015] Axillary LNs were assessed for metastatic deposits by examination of an additional slide and only deposits \>2.0 mm in diameter were microdissected. A single area 2.8--5.3 mm^2^ was obtained from each metastasis. In total, 269 primary tumor areas and 196 regional metastases were evaluated for genomic alterations.

Genomic fingerprinting
----------------------

DNA was extracted from microdissected tumor cells, and referent DNA samples were obtained from blood clots from each patient using Clotspin and Puregene DNA purification kits (Qiagen Inc.). Short tandem repeats (STRs; *n* = 52) were chosen from 26 chromosomal regions frequently altered in breast cancer ([Table 1](#t1-cgm-8-2015-015){ref-type="table"}).[@b21-cgm-8-2015-015] Each STR could be amplified by PCR in DNA from archival specimens after laser microdissection. STRs were amplified using either a modified PCR stepdown protocol or a hot-start protocol. Genomic alterations at each STR were detected as allelic imbalance (AI) as previously described using a threshold of ≤0.35.[@b22-cgm-8-2015-015] A number of quality control/validation procedures were implemented, including (1) using a minimum acceptable signal intensity in the electropherograms of 500 relative fluorescence units to increase accuracy of the allele calls, (2) regenotyping all STRs showing evidence of AI in an independently microdissected sample, and (3) verifying the low frequency of AI events in histologically normal reductive mammoplasty specimens.[@b23-cgm-8-2015-015]

Statistical analysis
--------------------

Two measures of genomic heterogeneity were calculated for all primary tumors and/or all metastases of each patient. The extent of genetic difference between tumor areas or between metastases was calculated using the mean pairwise genetic divergence score (*D*) as $$D = \frac{2}{n(n - 1)}{\sum\limits_{i = 1}^{n - 1}{\sum\limits_{j = i + 1}^{n}\frac{X_{i,j}}{Y_{i,j}}}}$$where *n* is the number of tumor areas from a patient, *X~i,j~* is the number of markers that show AI in either tumor area *i* or *j* but not in both, and *Y~i,j~* is the number of markers that are heterozygous in normal referent DNA and for which genotyping was informative for both areas *i* and *j*. Clonal diversity (*H*), representing the number and abundance of genetically distinct clones within primary tumors or among LN metastases, was measured by the Shannon diversity index (*H*) using the formula $$H = - {\sum\limits_{i}{p_{i}\ln(p_{i})}}$$where *p~i~* is the relative frequency of clone *i* in the tumor.[@b24-cgm-8-2015-015]

One-way ANOVA was used to evaluate relationships between genomic heterogeneity in primary tumors and axillary LN metastases and clinical/pathological characteristics with a threshold of *P* \< 0.05 defining significance. R statistical software (version 3.1.1) was used to examine the effects of sampling on our ability to detect genomic heterogeneity in the primary carcinoma. All tumor areas for each patient were selected at random, and a cumulative count of AI events was recorded as each additional tumor area was sampled. The entire sequential sampling process was repeated 10 times for each patient to determine the mean number of detectable AI events per number of tumor areas sampled, and a regression curve was derived using the best adjusted *R*-squared value.

Phylogenetic analysis was conducted using the Phylogeny Inference Package (PHYLIP version 3.66) to determine hereditary relationships among primary tumor areas and axillary LN metastases in each patient. AI was treated as a discrete character and coded as present or absent. Analysis in PHYLIP used Wagner parsimony in the PARS program. Input options included (1) equal weighting of all chromosomal regions where AI was assessed, (2) random input order, and (3) outgroup rooting using a hypothetical (normal) tissue with no AI.

Results
=======

Patient characteristics and outcomes
------------------------------------

Age at diagnosis ranged from 34 to 86 years, with a mean age of 57. All patients had multiple involved LNs (range 3--31, median 10); the majority of women were diagnosed with stage III breast cancer ([Table 2](#t2-cgm-8-2015-015){ref-type="table"}). Average time between diagnosis and death was 28 months (range 10--72 months). Patients with no evidence of disease were disease-free for an average of 76 months (range 28--106 months).

Genomic heterogeneity
---------------------

Genomic data were available for both the primary carcinoma and the corresponding LN metastases for 25 of 30 patients; five patients had data only for the primary tumor or the axillary LN metastases. Examining a single area of the primary carcinoma captured 27% of the genomic variability ([Fig. 2](#f2-cgm-8-2015-015){ref-type="fig"}). Sampling at least five tumor areas was required to capture \~80% of the variability, while eight areas were needed to detect at least 90% of the genomic diversity.

The frequency of AI events was significantly higher (*P* \< 0.001) in primary tumors (13.3%) than in axillary LN metastases (9.2%) using a matched pairs analysis. The most common regions showing genomic alterations---chromosomes 13q12.3 (24.1% and 19.1%), 16q11.2--22.1 (24.1% and 19.2%), and 17p13.1 (29.3% and 21.3%) in primary tumors and LN metastases---are frequently altered in primary breast carcinomas and multiple other human cancers.[@b25-cgm-8-2015-015]

Within primary tumors and LN metastases, levels of genetic divergence were significantly correlated with clonal diversity (*H*) ([Fig. 3](#f3-cgm-8-2015-015){ref-type="fig"}). Clonal diversity (*H*) was significantly higher (*P* \< 0.001) in primary tumors (*H* = 2.2, range 1.6--2.9) compared to matched LN metastases (*H* = 1.4, range 0--2.4). Mean genetic divergence within primary tumors (*D* = 14.4%, range 4.2%--26.1%) was significantly correlated with, but not significantly different from, divergence among the matched axillary LN metastases (*D* = 10.5%; range 0%--28.2%) ([Fig. 3](#f3-cgm-8-2015-015){ref-type="fig"} and [Table 3](#t3-cgm-8-2015-015){ref-type="table"}). Therefore, the process of metastatic dissemination appears similar to founder effect in population genetics where a new population (metastases) is established by a small number of migrants (cells) from a large diverse population (the primary tumor). Within a given patient, metastases tended to be less diverse because only some of the genetically distinct clones observed in the primary carcinoma were represented in the regional metastases. However, the extent of genetic divergence between clones in the metastases was representative of divergence between clones in the primary tumor.

Clonal diversity (*H*) within primary tumors and among LN metastases did not vary significantly by menopausal status, tumor grade, stage and size, ER/HER2 status, or clinical outcome. For LN metastases only, the amount of genetic divergence between metastatic deposits (*D*) was significantly higher (*P* = 0.003) in patients diagnosed with distant metastases (stage IV) (17.5 ± 6.4%) compared to those without (stage II and III) (7.7 ± 6.1%) and was significantly higher (*P* = 0.033) in patients who died of breast disease (14.6 ± 8.1%) compared to those who remained disease free \>5 years after diagnosis (7.7 ± 5.8%). Cox hazard models supported the association of higher genomic divergence among axillary LN metastases with less favorable outcomes (*P* = 0.009).

Phylogenetic analysis
---------------------

Each primary tumor had a distinct pattern of genomic alterations, and thus a unique phylogenetic tree depicting genetic relationships among the tumor areas ([Fig. 1B](#f1-cgm-8-2015-015){ref-type="fig"}). Within each tumor, branch lengths were not equivalent for all areas, suggesting variability in rates of genomic change. Within each patient, LN metastases often shared a close common ancestry with specific areas of the primary tumor, indicating that the metastatic deposits in various LNs may have originated from different sites within the primary carcinoma (representative patients are shown in [Fig. 4](#f4-cgm-8-2015-015){ref-type="fig"}). Because these deposits carried genomic alterations already present in specific areas of the primary tumor, they likely originated later in disease progression. In contrast, LN metastases with low levels of genomic alterations did not appear to be closely related to any of the primary tumor areas sampled, suggesting that they may have been derived from cells that diverged early in disease progression before many mutations accumulated in the primary carcinoma.

Discussion
==========

In this study, we used a genomic fingerprinting approach to evaluate genomic heterogeneity within primary breast carcinomas and among axillary LN metastases. Multiple clonal cell lineages were observed in every primary tumor and between many metastatic deposits from the same patient. Phylogenetic analyses suggest that regional metastases likely originate independently from different sites within the primary carcinoma and may exhibit variability in the timing of metastatic dissemination.

Clonal diversification is a prominent feature of primary breast carcinomas.[@b26-cgm-8-2015-015],[@b27-cgm-8-2015-015] Heterogeneity throughout the primary tumor in patterns of point mutations and copy-number variation develops over time as clonal lineages of cells acquire genomic aberrations during tumor growth and differentiation. Tumor areas sampled here were approximately the same diameter as 14-gauge core needle biopsy specimens. The genomic diversity and divergence between these areas support the need for routine evaluation of multiple core biopsies in patient diagnosis, as pathological characterization using a single biopsy specimen would likely underestimate underlying molecular heterogeneity, which may have significant clinical consequences.[@b28-cgm-8-2015-015] Genetic differences between cell lineages in the primary tumor may be responsible for the emergence of drug-resistant cells and eventual treatment failure. Because drug-resistant cells usually derive from minor subclones with different molecular characteristics than the bulk of the tumor, multiple biopsies of the primary carcinoma may be necessary to more thoroughly assess genetic heterogeneity. In this study, five tumor areas were needed to capture \~80% of the variability and eight areas were required to detect 90% of the genomic diversity.

Genetic differences between primary tumors and matched LN deposits may indicate that axillary node metastases arise from different clonal lineages within the primary tumor, and/or disseminate early in the disease process and evolve independently.[@b8-cgm-8-2015-015]--[@b13-cgm-8-2015-015] Largely irreversible chromosomal changes in the primary carcinoma should be present in all cells descending from that clonal lineage. Previous studies that sampled only a single region of the primary tumor may not have accurately captured the overall clonal variability, which could affect the interpretation of genetic alterations in the primary tumor and metastatic deposits. In this study, we showed that by sampling multiple areas of the primary carcinoma, genetic ancestry of some LN metastases could be mapped to specific areas of the primary tumor, while others were not closely related to any of the sampled areas, indicating spatial and temporal variability of metastatic dissemination.

Choice of therapeutic regimen is guided by pathological evaluation of the primary carcinoma; however, metastases within a given patient have been shown to differ in response to chemotherapy and hormone therapy,[@b29-cgm-8-2015-015] which may be partially explained by genomic diversity. Previous research using large-scale sequencing of a lobular breast carcinoma demonstrated that the associated metastasis contained 19 mutations not present in the primary tumor.[@b12-cgm-8-2015-015] Similar observations have been reported for pancreatic cancer metastases.[@b30-cgm-8-2015-015] Independent mutations may render metastases unresponsive to treatments based on the characteristics of the primary carcinoma and actionable mutations in the metastases may not be targeted. In this study, greater genetic divergence among axillary LN metastases was inversely associated with survival. This association, observed in the regional metastases but not the primary carcinoma, may be important in therapeutic resistance. Although genomic divergence among axillary metastases may be useful as a prognostic tool, less aggressive surgical approaches for managing patients with axillary disease[@b31-cgm-8-2015-015] may limit accessibility to regional metastases for measuring genomic divergence. Future studies evaluating heterogeneity within sentinel LN metastases may determine whether genomic diversity is clinically useful for predicting survival.

Limitations to our study included the small number of patients with sufficient tissue from primary tumors and LN metastases available for analysis, which limited the conclusions that could be drawn from the data. Although a number of steps were taken to ensure the accuracy of AI detection,[@b32-cgm-8-2015-015] DNA from FFPE samples is prone to technical artifact,[@b33-cgm-8-2015-015],[@b34-cgm-8-2015-015] and thus may not accurately estimate the number of genetic alterations. Given the small areas of tumor sampled, we examined hypervariable STR regions representing a small portion of the genome to derive molecular fingerprints of these areas and did not use global technologies such as comparative genomic hybridization or next-generation sequencing. The possibility that AI events occurred independently in separate regions and that multiple clonal lineages were present within some of the 3 mm^2^ regions examined may have led to an underestimation of genomic heterogeneity. Finally, these analyses were performed using tissues from advanced breast carcinomas; thus, these findings may not be applicable to patients with smaller primary tumors and/or fewer metastatic LNs.

Conclusions
===========

Molecular heterogeneity represents a significant challenge for modern chemotherapeutics. We observed genomic heterogeneity within primary breast carcinomas and among regional LN metastases, which may have important implications for managing breast cancer patients and improving clinical outcomes. Next-generation treatment regimens should effectively target independent lineages of tumor cells that may escape current therapies in efforts to improve patient survival.
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![(**A**) Hematoxylin and eosin stained tissue sections from a representative patient showing areas of the primary breast tumor (T) microdissected to assess genomic changes. Areas of invasive carcinoma are outlined in green. (**B**) Most parsimonious phylogenetic tree depicting hereditary relationships among areas of the primary breast carcinoma (T) and axillary LN metastases from the same patient shown above in panel "**A**" based on patterns of genomic changes assessed by AI.](cgm-8-2015-015f1){#f1-cgm-8-2015-015}

![Mean percentage of total AI events detectable by randomly sampling areas of primary breast carcinomas. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals for the mean percentage of AI events detected when sampling the corresponding number of tumor areas.](cgm-8-2015-015f2){#f2-cgm-8-2015-015}

![(Top panel) Correlation plots of mean pairwise genetic divergence (*D*) versus clonal diversity (*H*) (**A**) within primary breast tumors and (**B**) within axillary LN metastases. (Bottom panel) Relationships between (**C**) genetic divergence (*D*) and (**D**) clonal diversity (*H*) between primary breast carcinomas and axillary LN metastases.](cgm-8-2015-015f3){#f3-cgm-8-2015-015}

![Most parsimonious phylogenetic trees from three representative patients depicting hereditary relationships among areas of the primary breast carcinoma (T) and axillary LN metastases based on the patterns of genomic changes assessed by AI.](cgm-8-2015-015f4){#f4-cgm-8-2015-015}

###### 

Short tandem repeated sequences used to assess genomic heterogeneity in primary breast carcinomas and axillary lymph node metastases.

  MARKER     MAP LOCATION   FORWARD PRIMER              REVERSE PRIMER              AI FREQUENCY IN PRIMARY TUMOR   AI FREQUENCY IN LN METASTASES
  ---------- -------------- --------------------------- --------------------------- ------------------------------- -------------------------------
  D1S468     1p36.32        AATTAACCGTTTTGGTCCT         GCGACACACACTTCCC            0.17                            0.08
  D1S434     1p36.22        AGCTAATTTACATTACCCAAAAAGA   GCAGGTGGCACAGTGA            0.05                            0.03
  D2S112     2q21.2         GAGTGGCGGTGAGAAGGTAT        AGCCATTGCTATCTTTGAGG        0.04                            0.06
  D2S2188    2q31.1         GGAGTCAACCTAGTGCCTATT       CATCCAGCCAGGATTC            0.03                            0.02
  D3S1581    3p21.31        CAGAACTGCCAAACCA            GGGTAACAGGAGCGAG            0.13                            0.08
  D3S1566    3p13           GCTGCTGAAGCACCAAATC         CTCGTTGGAAATCATTCTGAGG      0.16                            0.14
  D5S433     5q21.2         TGTAAGACATACTCTCTATCACCC    TCAGACATCCATCTGTGTG         0.19                            0.10
  D5S2084    5q21.3         AGCTGCTTACCACGAATGTC        TCAGACTTTGAGCCCTGCTA        0.19                            0.12
  D6S462     6q15           GTGACATCATAGGGAGGCTG        ACTGGAGTTGGGGGACAT          0.06                            0.02
  D6S1671    6q16.2         TTTGGTCAATTTCAATCTGTAG      ATCCTCCAGGGGTGCT            0.09                            0.08
  D6S1698    6q21           TGCAGGTAATTTGACTACCC        ACACCCCTCATATATACTTGAGTGT   0.20                            0.07
  D6S287     6q22.31        ATATTAGTGCCTTATGCTTCTG      AAATTGGATATTCATGCTTG        0.08                            0.07
  D6S1577    6q25.2         TGACATTAGGAGGCACTGG         TTAACTTGTCTGGCTGTTTGGAT     0.12                            0.16
  D6S264     6q27           AGCTGACTTTATGCTGTTCCT       TTTTCCATGCCCTTCTATCA        0.09                            0.08
  D7S2459    7q22.3         AAGAAGTGCATTGAGACTCC        CCGCCTTAGTAAAACCC           0.05                            0.02
  D7S530     7q32.2         TGCATTTTAGTGGAGCACAG        CAGGCATTGGGAACTTTG          0.07                            0.03
  D8S1827    8p22           GACAGAATCATGTGGCCTTT        TTTTGTAAAATGTAAAATTGGCTTT   0.14                            0.10
  D8S1734    8p21.3         GCTATCCACTTGTCCCAGA         AGCCCAGAAATAAACCCTC         0.11                            0.11
  D8S1720    8q24.21        GTGCCACCTGCCTGAA            CCACTACCTATTTAGAGAGGCCA     0.14                            0.06
  D8S256     8q24.22        GTTCAAGGGCTCAGGGTTCT        CTTCCACCTTTAGCCAAGGA        0.19                            0.09
  D9S171     9p21.3         AGCTAAGTGAACCTCATCTCTGTCT   ACCCTAGCACTGATGGTATAGTCT    0.09                            0.04
  D9S161     9p21.2         TGCTGCATAACAAATTACCAC       CATGCCTAGACTCCTGATCC        0.10                            0.06
  D10S1765   10q23.31       ACACTTACATAGTGCTTTCTGCG     CAGCCTCCCAAAGTTGC           0.12                            0.09
  D10S1709   10q24.2        GTGAGTCCAGAATCACCCC         CAGTGGAATGGCTCATTTG         0.17                            0.10
  D11S1760   11p15.4        GATCTCAAGTGTTTCCCCAC        AAACGATGTCTGTCCACTCA        0.09                            0.04
  D11S902    11p15.1        CCCGGCTGTGAATATACTTAATGC    CCCAACAGCAATGGGAAGTT        0.10                            0.04
  D11S987    11q13.2        ACTCCAGTCTGGGCAATAAAAGC     GGTGGCAGCATGACCTCTAAAG      0.09                            0.04
  D11S937    11q14.1        CTAATAAACAAATCCCTCTACCTCC   TAGTCAGTCAGGGACCCAAGT       0.15                            0.08
  D11S4127   11q23.3        ATGAGAAGTGCCATCCAGC         ACTATGCCCAGTGTGTGTGC        0.14                            0.14
  D11S4094   11q24.1        CTCAAAGAACAGCCAGTCA         GGAGTCGGGGAATTTCTAA         0.13                            0.15
  D13S1304   13q12.13       ACCAGCCTTTGCTTAGGA          ACATTCTAGTGCTACAGGGTACTC    0.06                            0.03
  D13S171    13q13.1        CCTACCATTGACACTCTCAG        TAGGGCCATCCATTCT            0.24                            0.19
  D13S263    13q14.11       CCTGGCCTGTTAGTTTTTATTGTTA   CCCAGTCTTGGGTATGTTTTTA      0.14                            0.09
  D13S153    13q14.2        AGCATTGTTTCATGTTGGTG        CAGCAGTGAAGGTCTAAGCC        0.18                            0.13
  D14S1037   14q31.3        TCAATCATGGAAGTTGGCTACC      TGAAGGTGGACCAAAGCATC        0.18                            0.07
  D14S1054   14q32.13       ACAGTCACGTGGGCCA            GGACCTGGGCATTTATTCTG        0.17                            0.10
  D16S3136   16q12.1        ATTGCCCTCAAGAACAGC          GTGCTATGCCATCCCAG           0.09                            0.17
  D16S3066   16q22.3        AGTCAGGACACGATGGTTTG        CCCAGTTCCAATGGCAC           0.24                            0.19
  D16S3040   16q23.2        TACTCCGGCAAGGACG            GCTGCCTAGCACATGG            0.13                            0.05
  D16S3091   16q23.3        GGGAGATAGCCTTAAACTTTCTTAC   TGTTGCTAATAACACTAGGCCA      0.07                            0.09
  D17S831    17p13.3        CGCCTTTCCTCATACTCCAG        GCCAGACGGGACTTGAATTA        0.16                            0.05
  D17S1828   17p13.2        TGCACTCACAGATTTGCC          TTAAGCCAGTTCGGATTTG         0.19                            0.08
  D17S1876   17p13.2        AGCTGCTTCTGCAAAGATG         TACAAGTCCTGGGCCAC           0.22                            0.15
  D17S799    17p12          ATTGCCAGCCGTCAGTT           GACCAGCATATCATTATAGACAAGC   0.29                            0.21
  D17S927    17q12          TGTCTGACATGACACCCCT         TCCAACCTGAAGGCCAGT          0.18                            0.27
  D17S1795   17q21.33       AGTGCCAGAGATATACCGTG        GTCTGCAAGGCAAGTTGTC         0.13                            0.08
  D18S1102   18q12.2        TTTCAGGATTTTGGAGCC          GGAATGACTGCGTCTGTG          0.02                            0.01
  D18S474    18q21.2        TGGGGTGTTTACCAGCATC         TGGCTTTCAATGTCAGAAGG        0.07                            0.02
  D22S1163   22q12.1        AAAAATCAAAGGTCAGCCTC        ACAATGTGTGCGTGTGC           0.16                            0.12
  D22S283    22q12.3        ACCAACCAGCATCATCAT          AGCTCGGGACTTTCTGAG          0.16                            0.10
  D22S277    22q12.3        TTCTTGTGTGGTAGTCTGGG        TACCNACTCCCCAAACTATG        0.15                            0.06
  D22S1170   22q13.21       ACCGTTGCCTATATCCA           AGCCCACTCCACAATTT           0.20                            0.12

**Abbreviations:** AI, allelic imbalance; LN, lymph node.

###### 

Clinical and pathological characteristics of patients.

  PATIENT NO.   AGE AT DIAGNOSIS   ER/PR/HER2 STATUS   STAGE   GRADE   TUMOR SIZE (cm)   NO. TUMOR AREAS STUDIED   NO. POSITIVE LYMPH NODES   NO. LYMPH NODE METASTASES STUDIED   CLINICAL OUTCOME
  ------------- ------------------ ------------------- ------- ------- ----------------- ------------------------- -------------------------- ----------------------------------- ------------------
  6             45                 +/+/−               IIA     2       1.8               10                        3                          3                                   NED
  4             41                 +/+/−               IIB     1       4.1               9                         4                          3                                   NED
  1             34                 +/+/+               IIIA    2       3.5               9                         6                          6                                   NED
  10            49                 +/+/−               IIIA    1       4.2               14                        4                          4                                   NED
  14            55                 +/+/−               IIIA    3       2.5               12                        14                         13                                  NED
  15            55                 +/−/−               IIIA    2       9.0               6                         4                          3                                   NED
  18            62                 −/−/−               IIIA    3       1.2               7                         9                          5                                   DOD
  19            62                 +/+/−               IIIA    2       2.1               6                         5                          5                                   DOD
  23            66                 −/−/+               IIIA    3       1.7               11                        5                          3                                   NED
  25            69                 +/+/−               IIIA    2       1.8               9                         5                          5                                   NED
  29            84                 +/+/−               IIIA    2       4.3               5                         8                          0                                   DOC
  3             37                 +/−/−               IIIC    3       5.6               10                        9                          7                                   NED
  5             44                 −/−/+               IIIC    3       1.1               12                        10                         6                                   NED
  8             47                 +/+/−               IIIC    2       8.0               13                        10                         6                                   NED
  9             48                 −/−/−               IIIC    2       2.8               0                         19                         11                                  DOD
  11            50                 +/+/−               IIIC    1       1.6               8                         10                         9                                   NED
  12            50                 +/+/−               IIIC    2       5.5               0                         27                         16                                  NED
  16            55                 −/−/+               IIIC    3       5.8               12                        15                         0                                   NED
  22            64                 +/+/−               IIIC    1       4.0               9                         26                         11                                  DOD
  26            73                 +/+/−               IIIC    1       7.0               16                        12                         10                                  DOC
  27            75                 −/−/−               IIIC    3       5.5               7                         31                         9                                   DOC
  28            82                 +/+/−               IIIC    1       2.0               7                         15                         5                                   NED
  30            86                 +/+/−               IIIC    1       na                9                         10                         6                                   NED
  2             36                 −/−/−               IV      3       4.0               12                        18                         7                                   DOD
  7             46                 −/−/−               IV      3       5.1               19                        5                          5                                   DOD
  13            51                 −/−/+               IV      3       5.0               10                        18                         14                                  DOD
  17            61                 +/−/+               IV      3       9.5               0                         13                         7                                   DOD
  20            63                 +/+/−               IV      3       4.5               11                        8                          4                                   DOD
  21            64                 +/+/−               IV      3       3.2               11                        12                         8                                   DOD
  24            68                 +/−/+               IV      2       4.0               5                         5                          5                                   DOD

**Abbreviations:** ER, estrogen receptor; PR, progesterone receptor; HER2, human epidermal growth factor receptor 2; DOD, deceased of disease; DOC, deceased of other causes; NED, no evidence of disease.

###### 

Number of genetically distinct clones, mean pairwise genomic divergence scores (*D*), and clonal diversity (*H*) for each patient.

  PATIENT NO.   PRIMARY TUMOR   AXILLARY LN METASTASES                     
  ------------- --------------- ------------------------ ----- ---- ------ -----
  1             9               14.7                     2.2   4    17.4   1.2
  2             12              11.4                     2.5   7    11.2   2.0
  3             9               10.0                     2.2   7    10.4   2.0
  4             7               4.2                      1.9   1    0.0    0.0
  5             10              6.4                      2.1   4    3.0    1.1
  6             10              20.5                     2.3   3    13.9   1.1
  7             19              26.1                     2.9   5    28.2   1.6
  8             10              7.7                      2.3   3    2.8    0.9
  9             na              na                       na    8    10.0   1.8
  10            12              9.0                      2.4   1    0.0    0.0
  11            8               16.3                     2.1   9    16.5   2.2
  12            na              na                       na    11   8.0    1.9
  13            9               10.6                     2.2   12   16.8   2.4
  14            12              13.4                     2.5   10   7.7    2.0
  15            6               9.3                      1.8   3    2.9    1.1
  16            10              13.8                     2.2   na   na     na
  17            na              na                       na    5    9.7    1.5
  18            7               24.8                     2.0   5    21.6   1.6
  19            6               13.3                     1.8   5    6.2    1.6
  20            11              25.0                     2.4   4    21.9   1.4
  21            11              22.4                     2.4   8    19.7   2.1
  22            7               5.3                      1.8   1    0.0    0.0
  23            11              17.1                     2.4   3    4.5    1.1
  24            5               10.1                     1.6   5    15.3   1.6
  25            9               12.5                     2.2   5    9.1    1.4
  26            16              13.7                     2.8   9    9.8    2.2
  27            7               17.5                     2.0   9    7.4    2.2
  28            7               14.1                     2.0   5    4.4    1.0
  29            5               5.8                      1.6   na   na     na
  30            9               25.1                     2.2   6    11.4   1.8

**Notes:** *D*, mean pairwise genetic divergence between all primary tumor areas and all regional metastases of a given patient; *H*, clonal diversity representing the number and abundance of clones within primary tumors and among regional metastases per patient.

**Abbreviation:** LN, lymph node.
